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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed on 06/24/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding claims 1, 9, 11 and 12, the AppHcant argues on page 6, lines 15-21 that "the 
references do not provide any motivation for combining the teachings together to provide a 
handheld computer which is configured for e-mail messaging and that estabUshes a wireless link 
with a communications network at a time approximating a predetermined time, where the time is 
selected at random with a predetermined interval to establish the wireless link and further to 
register the device with a messaging service provider server and then automatically delivering 
any e-mail messages that may be waiting from the e-mail messaging sender to the handheld 
computer". The examiner disagrees with this argument. The applicant didn't claim the citation 
"automatically delivering any e-mail messages that may be waitmg from the e-mail messaging 
sender to the handheld computer". Macko suggests using predetermined time (see col. 8, lines 27- 
33). McDonald uses random time because communication unit registers at a random time chosen 
between random time interval (see col. 6, lines 4-9). Since, McDonald provides motivation for 
using random time interval then one ordinary skill in the art would have combined Macko 
reference with McDonald reference so that program can select a time at random within a 
predetermined interval. Macko suggests using electronic mail server (see col.8, lines 31-33), 
McDonald uses communication unit to register at a random time chosen between random time 
interval (see col. 6, hnes 4-9). Pepe discloses that a PDA sends a registration request to PCI 
server with subscriber ID at a time (see col. 16, lines 19-23), Since Pepe provides the motivation 
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for using a PDA to send registration request to PCI server then one ordinary skill in the art would 
have combined Macko reference with McDonald and Pepe references so that communication 
device of Macko can register with a new site and thereby obtaining new benefit from the site. 
Thus the rejection of the claims in view of Macko, McDonald and Pepe remain. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3 . Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obhgation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
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invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claim 1, 9, 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Macko (U.S. Patent No. 6,052,563) and in view of McDonald et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,778,829) 
and further in view of Pepe et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,742,668). 

Regarding claim 1, Macko discloses a communication device 100 [i.e., handheld device] 

(figl). 

Macko further discloses inherently a housing. 

Macko further discloses a display supported by the housing (fig.l, element 120). 

Macko further discloses a central processing unit 160 [i.e., microprocessor] coupled to the 
display (fig.l, element 1 16, fig.2, element 160). 

Macko further discloses a read only memory [i.e., memory] coupled to the central 
processing unit [i.e., microprocessor] (fig.2, element 162). 

Macko further discloses a transmitter 134 [i.e., radio frequency transceiver] coupled to 
the central processing unit and configured to estabUsh and maintain a wireless link with a 
communications network for sending and receiving e-mail messages to and from the 
communication device (fig.l; coL2, lines 42-50, col.3, lines 32-38, 66, 67, col.4, lines 1-5). 

Macko further discloses a control information [i.e., program] stored in the memory and 
configured to automatically establish the wireless link with the communications network at a 
time approximating a predetermined time, the program configured to select a time within a 
predetermined interval to establish the wireless link, the predetermined interval being at least one 
of adjacent and around the predetermined time (fig.l, 3, 1 1; col.2, lines 42-50, col.3, Imes 10-20, 
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32-38, 66, 67, col.4, lines 1-5, col.8, lines 27-33). (Note: communication device is programmed 
to instruct the server to forward electronic mail to the device at 3 PM (i.e., time approximating a 
predetermined time), selection of the time is random within a predetermined interval between 3 
PM to 12 AM on November 1, therefore, it is clear that the predetermined interval being at least 
one of adjacent and around the predetermined time) 

However, Macko does not specifically teach selecting a random time. McDonald teaches 
selecting a random time (fig. 5; col.6, lines 4-9). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Macko to select a random 
time as taught by McDonald. The motivation for the modification is to have doing so in order to 
calculate registration time. 

Macko in view of McDonald does not specifically teach "the program also configured to 
send at the time, a registration message to an e-mail messaging service provider server to identify 
the handheld computer". Pepe teaches that the program also configured to send at the time, a 
registration message to a PCI server [i.e., e-mail messaging service provider server] to identify 
the PDA [i.e., handheld computer] (fig. 12; col. 16, lines 13-26). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Macko in 
view of McDonald to have the program also configured to send at the time, a registration 
message to an e-mail messaging service provider server to identify the handheld computer as 
taught by Pepe. The motivation for the modification is to have doing so in order to receive the 
registration request to check the validation information of the subscriber. 
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Regarding claim 9 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 1. Furthermore, Macko discloses selecting an appointment time [i.e., predetermined time] 
(fig. 11; col.7, lines 50-58, col.8, lines 9-33). 

Macko discloses choosing at random a link time within the interval and attempting to 
estabUsh a wireless link with the communication network at the link time (fig, 3, 1 1; col.3, lines 
33-39, 66, 67, col.4, lines 1-5, col.7, lines 50-58, col.8, lines 9-33). (Note: since the device is 
programmed at 3 PM to instruct the server to forward electronic mail to the device after the 
wireless link being established between the device and the server, the time 3 PM is link time) 

Regarding claim 11, Macko discloses that the wireless link is used for providing an e- 
mail messaging service (coL2, lines 11-14, col.3, lines 33-39, 66, 67, col.4, lines 1-5, coL8, lines 
27-33). 

Regarding claim 12, Macko discloses the wireless link is a radio fi-equency (RF) 
communications link (col.2, lines 11-14). 

6. Claims 2-7 and 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Macko (U.S. Patent No. 6,052,563) in view of McDonald et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,778,829) 
further in view of Pepe et al, (U.S. Patent No. 5,742,668) further in view of Astrom et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,169,881), 

Regarding claims 2-5, Macko in view of McDonald further in view of Pepe fails to teach 
that the predetermined interval is either a 30 minute interval, a 10 minute interval, a 5 minute 
interval or a default time. Astrom teaches that the predetermined interval is any time [i,e,, either 
a 30 minute interval, a 10 minute interval, a 5 minute interval or a default time] (col. 12, lines 55- 
67, col. 13, hnes 1-7, 33-36), Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
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at the time the invention was made to modify Macko in view of McDonald further in view of 
Pepe to allow the predetermined interval being either a 30 minute interval, a 10 minute interval, a 
5 minute interval or a default time as taught by Astrom. The motivation for the modification is to 
have doing so in order to obtain a plurality of samples that sufficiently represent the location of 
satellites with respect to the location of the terminal. 

Regarding claims 6 and 7, Macko in view of McDonald further in view of Pepe fails to 
teach that the default time is in the range of 6:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. Astrom teaches that the 
default time is any time (i.e., in the range of 6:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m) (col. 12, lines 55-67, col. 13, 
lines 1-7, 33-36). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Macko in view of McDonald further in view of Pepe to allow 
the default time being in the range of 6:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m as taught by Astrom. The motivation 
for the modification is to have doing so in order to obtain a clear status within the default time 
interval. 

Regarding claim 13-16 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect 
to claims 2, 6, 5 and 7 simultaneously. 

7. Claims 8 and 10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Macko (U.S. 
Patent No, 6,052,563) and in view of McDonald et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,778,829) and further in 
view of Pepe et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,742,668) and further in view of Owensby (U.S. Patent No. 
6,647,257). 

Regarding claims 8 and 10, Macko in view of McDonald further in view of Pepe fails to 
teach that the program is configured to cause registration with a messaging service provider 
server when the wireless link is established. Owensby teaches that the program is configured to 
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cause registration with a messaging service provider server when the wireless link is established 
(coi.4, Une 55-col.5, Une 1-7). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify Macko in view of McDonald further in view of 
Pepe to allow the program is configured to cause registration with a messaging service provider 
server when the wireless Unk is established as taught by Owensby. The motivation for the 
modification is to have doing so in order to acquire and route communications initiated or 
received by the subscriber's personal wireless mobile phone. 

8. Claims 17 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vook et 
al (U.S. Patent No. 5,625,882) in view of McDonald et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,778,829) further in 
view of Pepe et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,742,668). 

Regarding claim 17, Vook discloses a wireless communication system (i.e., 
communications network) (fig.l). 

Vook further discloses a user device (i.e., portable electronic device) including an antenna 
(i.e., transceiver) configured to estabUsh a wireless link to the communications network (fig.l, 2; 
col. 3, lines 14-16). 

Vook further discloses that the portable electronic device including a wake mode in 
which the wireless link is established and messages may be sent and received by the portable 
electronic device and a sleep mode in which the wireless link is not estabhshed and messages 
may not be sent and received by the portable electronic device, the portable electronic device 
including a power management technique (i.e., program) to select a time to transition fi"om the 
sleep mode to the active (i.e., wake) mode during a predetermined time interval (abstract; col.2, 
lines 1-3, 14-24, 30-49, col.5, line 61-col.6, Une 3). (Note: power management technique 



Application/Control Number: 09/903, 132 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2645 

determines when a device may transition from a sleep mode to an active mode during a sleep 
period, therefore, it is clear that the technique selects a time randomly when to transition from 
the sleep mode to the active during a predetermined time interval) 

However, Vook does not specifically teach selecting a random time. McDonald teaches 
selecting a random time (fig. 5; col.6, Unes 4-9). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Vook to select a random 
time as taught by McDonald. The motivation for the modification is to have doing so in order to 
calculate registration time. 

Vook in view of McDonald does not specifically teach "the program is configured to 
cause registration of the portable electronic device with a messaging server, thereby identifying 
the portable electronic device to the server". Pepe teaches that the program is configured to cause 
registration of the PDA (i.e., portable electronic device) with a PCI server (i.e., messaging 
server) thereby identifying the PDA to the server (fig. 12; col. 16, lines 13-26). Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Vook in view of McDonald to have the program is configured to cause registration of the 
portable electronic device with a messaging server, thereby identifying the portable electronic 
device to the server as taught by Pepe. The motivation for the modification is to have doing so in 
order to receive the registration request to check the validation information of the subscriber. 

Regarding claim 25, Vook discloses that the portable electronic device is a Laptop (i.e., 
handheld) computer (col.2, Unes 33, 34), 

9, Claims 18-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vook et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,625,882) and in view of McDonald et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,778,829) and 
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further in view of Pepe et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,742,668) and further in view of Astrom et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,169,881). 

Regarding claim 18-23 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect 
to claims 2-7 simultaneously. 

10. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vook et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,625,882) in view of McDonald et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,778,829) ftirther in view of 
Pepe et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,742,668) further in view of Owensby (U.S. Patent No. 6,647,257). 

Regarding claim 24 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 8. 

Conclusion 

11. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Md S. Elahee whose telephone number is (571) 272-7536. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon to Fri from 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on (571) 272-7547, The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpubhshed 
appUcations is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

MD SHAFIUL ALAM ELAHEE 
September 15, 2005 
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